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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Taz ARRANGEMENTS for the sittings in the Chancery 
Division during the remainder of the long vacation have 
now been completed. Mr. Justice Field will sit in Vice- 
Chancellor Malins’ court on Tuesday and Wednesday 
next; and Mr. Baron Huddleston will sit in the court of 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon on Tuesday, October 24. Appli- 
cations in cases of great urgency, up to the 17th inst. 


‘are to be made to Mr. Justice Field, and after that 


date, up to the commencement of the Michaelmas 
Sittings, to Mr. Baron Huddleston. 





THE RULES FOR COURTS OF SURVEY and investigations into 
shipping casualties, under the Merchant Shipping Act of 
last session, which have just been issued, introduce a 
rather novel system of qguasi-criminal procedure. They 
provide that the proceedings of the court shall commence 
with the examination of the master, officers, and others 
on board the ship at the time of the casualty, and that 
after such examination the Board of Trade shall state 
whether they make any and what charge against any 
person, and against whom. ‘Then there are modes pro- 
vided for making the person or persons charged a party 
or parties to the proceedings. The Board of Trade may 
add evidence, the defendant may call evidence, and, by 
leave of the judge, further witnesses may be examined. 
After the evidence is concluded the defendant and any 
parties who may have appeared are to be heard; the 
Board of Trade may reply, and upon the whole case thus 
presented the court must form its opinion. In in- 
vestigations held previously it has, we believe, always 
been the custom for the Board of Trade to open 
and conduct the inquiry, and the Board has always, no 
doubt from a sense of justice, there being no statutory 
provision to that effect, refrained from putting a master 
into the witness box when he seemed likely to be exposed 
towpenalty in the shape of the cancellation or suspen- 
sion of his certificate. The new statute provides that 
any person against whom a charge is made shall have an 
opportunity of making a defence; while by the rules he 
must be examined, apparently by the court itself. In 
effect, the new process is, first, an inquest with only sus- 
pected persons examined ; then, an indictment, if thought 
tight, of one or more of those persons; their trial ; and 
4 finding of their guilt or innocence based, it may be, 
solely on their own evidence given at the inquest, not 
Voluntarily or after warning, but under compulsion, 
for it must be remembered that the whole is one pro- 
ceeding. It may further be noticed that as there is 
neither in these courts nor in courts of survey any 
right for any one to make an opening speech, every fact, 
however trivial or formal, and however certain to’ be 
Admitted, must be got out in evidence. Whether these 
rules provide for a mode of procedure which is an im- 
provement on the old custom-regulated procedure 
eg leave those most experienced in these matters to 





Mr. Herscuett’s appress at the Social Science 
Congress.on Thursday dealt in a very practical way 


‘with the question of codification. Many of his sug- 


gestions are excellent. The work must, of course, as 
he says, be committed to men of the highest legal ability, 
who should have the same remuneration and the same rank 
as the judges; and they should be left to deal in such 
order as they think best with the various branches 
of law, so that each year one or more Codifi- 
cation Bills, the result of their labours, may be in- 
troduced in Parliament. But there is a preliminary 
question which we do not find diseussed in the address, 
but which is really the most pressing of all. Where 
is codification to begin? We pointed out some time 
ago that the state of unusual flux and re-construction 
produced by the Judicature Acts is not a favourable time 
for commencing the codification of the general law; 
but there is no reason whatever why there should not at 
once be commenced a consolidation of the statutery 
law. That this would be perfectly feasible must be 
evident, and it would form a ground work or preparation 
for a general scheme of codification. It should not be 
forgotten that in the session of 1874 the present Lord 
Chancellor announced his intention to introduce a 
measure for the consolidation of the statute lew of the 
present reign ; and under his direction a scheme for this 
purpose was prepared by the Statute Law Revision 
Committee. This would be an altogether inadequate 
remedy for the evil complained of; but it indicates that 
the first steps towards codification will probably be taken, 
as we think they ought to be taken, in the direction of 
consolidation of the statute law. 





THBRE WOULD APPEAR to be some misconception of the 
meaning of the term “‘ vacation business” and a dis- 
regard of the restrictions contained in the notice issued 
at the commencement of the vacation. The court is 
blocked with cases which cannot be said to come within 
the description of “applications which are of an urgent 
nature.’’ A notable instance of this occurred on Wednes- 
day last, when, if we except two or three cases withdrawn 
from the list by arrangement, the whole of the day was 
taken up with the hearing of a part-heard case of infringe- 
ment of a patent for roller skates, in which Mr. Justice 
Field reserved his judgment till next week. We do not 
mean to imply that more time was spent over this case 
than was necessary if it ought to have been gone into 
at all, for both judge and counsel exerted themselves to be 
as concise as possible ; but it seems to us that the question 
whether or no a patent has been infringed—a question 
which necessitates elaborate disquisitions upon the 
principles and laws of mechanies—is not one which 
ought to be brought before the court in vacation. 
It is difficult to see how any substantial injury could 
have resulted to the plaintiff from a short delay in the 
hearing if he had accepted the undertaking, offered om 
the part of the defendants in the course of the discus- 
sion, to account for any profits made by the use of the 
skates objected to, On the other hand, many motions 
in which a speedy hearing was of vital importance had 
to remaiu unheard for want of time, although the court 
sat till five o’clock. We venture to suggest the neces- 
sity of using more discretion in the selection of the 
business to be brought before the court in vacation. Ié 
is matter of regret that the time of so indefatigable and 
expeditious a judge as Mr. Justice Field should be need- 
lessly taken up, while cases in which his prompt decision 
would have been invaluable have to be adjourned from 
one, week to another. ; 





Tiere Its NOTHING VERY Naw in the suggestions 
by Mr. Herschell on coroners at the Social Science 


FE 


gress; but the present state of the law is so bad, aad 
the difficulties in the way of reform are so great, that 
“pubHe attention can hardly be directed to the subject 
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too often. The sumof Mr. Herschell’s conclusions is 
that the law of election is radically bad, and that 
coroners ought to be chosen, both in counties and 
boroughs, by the Home Secretary; that haphazard 
medical witnesses are apt to give unreliable evidence, and 
specially qualified medical officers ought to be attached 
to each coroner’s court; and that the coroner’s jury 
should be abolished altogether, together with the trial 
on the coroner’s inquisition. On the first point we should 
imagine that all reasonable persons would be inclined to 
agree with Mr. Herschell that the election of the county 
coroner by freeholders ought to be done away with at 
once. If ro other reform is practicable at present, this, 
at all events, may be easily secured next session. The 
second point is one of detail, and is very much a ques- 
tion of expense. The third point is the one which 
involves a “reform altogether”; a rew set of 
Officers, a new arrangement of districts, and a 
new system of preliminary criminal investigation. 
Mr. Herschell’s scheme comes to this: that “ throughout 
the counties you would have a coroner, with the qualifi- 
cations and powers of a stipendiary magistrate, conduct- 
ing the preliminary investigation in all the cases where 
death has resulted from crime.” On the whole, we are 
inclined to agree with this proposal, and it is well to 
point out that, although it would necessitate the 
creation of a set of new officials, the duties of 
these officials and their number would not be pro- 
portioned to the number of coroners’ inquests at pre- 
sent held, for the number of inquests would be reduced 
more than one-half by the institution of a medical 
inspectorate whose reports would indicate where judicial 
inquiry was not necessary. 





Ir 1s To BE HOPED that the interest excited by the 
meeting at Oxford in the question of university educa- 
tion for intending solicitors will not be allowed to cease. 
What is really wanted, next to furnishing solid induce- 
ments of the kind we referred to last week, is the 
formation of an opinion in the profession in favour of 
this course. Letit once be understood that a youth who 
intends to take a good position as a solicitor should be 
@ university man, and half the battle will be won. In 
the discussions at Oxford it was too much forgotten that 
@ good university degree need not involve any great 
outlay. By means of the colleges affiliated with the 
University of London, opportunities are afforded for 
youths in some of the large towns in the provinces to 
obtain the knowledge required to pass the examinations 
with credit; and there are few places where competent 
tutors may not be obtained. It seems to us that the 
provincial law societies might do much service by bring- 
ing the matter into prominence, and offering induce- 
ments to intending articled clerks to obtain a degree. 








Sir Colin Blackburn and Mr. Edward Strathearn Gordon, 
the newly-appointed lords of appeal in ordinary, have been 
created peers for life under the respective titles of Baron 
Blackburn of Killearn, and Baron Gordon of Drumearn. 

The visit to Oxford of the members of the Incorporated 
Law Society was brought to a pleasant termination on 
Friday, October 6, by a visit to Blenheim Palace, on the 
invitation of the Duke and Duchess of Marlborough. The 
company comprised the president of the society (Mr. H. T. 
Young), the vice-president (Mr. EZ. F. Burton), and about 
seventy members of the corporation, who arrived at Wood- 
stock about one o'clock, and were received‘at the palace 
most kindly and courteously by the duke and duchess, 
who escorted them round the palace, where their attention 
was directed to the objects of art and interest with which 
the abounds, The members afterwards partook of 
1 at the - , during ory health of their 

was proposed t president and ac- 

ledged by the re A After lancheon the party visited 

the beautifal gardens of the palace, and returned to Oxford 
towards six o'clock, having enjoyed a most agreeable day. 
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THE COMMONS ACT. 


Tus Act is the result of a remarkable change ¢ » 
opinion in this country on the subject of incl 

Up to a comparatively recent date the idea of the 
lature seems to have been that every facility should by 
afforded for the improved cultivation of commons, ang 
that the best mode of affording these facilities wag 
encouraging their allotment in severalty. Committe 
which sat on this subject towards the close of the lag 
century recommended the encouragement of inclosurg 
on the ground that there might not only thereby be pr. 
duced a considerable addition to the stock of provisig 
whereby the necessity for the importation of com 
would be prevented, but a mode of employment might 
be opened to the soldiers at the close of the war jy 
which the country was then involved. Consequently, 
in 1801 a general Inclosure Act was passed for the 
purpose of consolidating the provisions usually enacted 
in the numerons private inclosure Acts which, from 
the reign of Elizabeth, had been passed; so diminish. 
ing the cost of applying to Parliament. This was 
superseded by tke Act of 1845, which introduced the 
principle which, in recent times, has made so much pro. 
gress, by enacting (section 30) that allotments for exer- 
cise and recreation, and for the labouring poor (section 31), 
might be required as conditions of the inclosure, In 
1869 a committee was appointed by the House of Commons 
to inquire how far these provisions of the Inclosure 
Act had been carried out. This committee reported, 
with reference to allotments for the labouring poor, that 
the inclosures in which the commissioners had power to 
set out such allotments, but had not done so, were esti. 
mated at 89,791 acres. The committee made numerous 
recommendations for the amendment of the law, and 
suggested that no inclosures should be sanctioned by 
Parliament until these recommendations had been em- 
bodied in the general Inclosure Act. It has been stated 
that no scheme of inclesure has since been ratified by 
Parliament, although many schemes await confirmation, 
The present Act carries into effect the recommendations 
of the committee by making various alterations in the 
law with reference to inclosures. 


Before referring to these alterations it should be no 
ticed that a new mode is provided of remedying the 
grievances of which commoners complain. Application 
may now be made either (section 2) for the inclosure of s 
common or for the regulation of a common. By the 
regulation of a common (section 3) is meant the adjust 
ment of rights in respect of the common and also the im- 
provement of the common. The meaning of the forme 
expression is defined in section 4, and it includes, not 
only the adjustment and determination of the rights of 
the commoners and of the lord, but also the settlement 
of any disputes between the commoners or between 
them and the lord. The improvement of the common 
includes the draining, &c., of the land; “adding 
the beauty of the common”; the appointment of 
conservators and the making of bye-iaws for the 
management of the common (section 5). It 
difficult to see how an order for the regulation of 
@ common can fail to be beneficial both to the com- 
moners and the public; yet it seems strange that n0 
special facilities are afforded for obtaining it. The 
commissioners cannot proceed to carry any applicw 
tion for regulation into effect until it appears 
to them that the applicants represent at least 
one-third in value of the interests in the common pr0- 
posed to be affected by the order, and the procedure 
obtain a provisional order for the regulation of a common 
is, with one exception to be noticed hereafter, the 
same as that for an inclosure, and the conditions im 
posed are so stringent that it seems doubtful whethe 
the result will not be to keep commons in their 
condition. This, we think, is a serious blemish in the 
Act. There are few commons which do not stand is 
need of improvement, or which are not greatly ov 
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stocked, or in which obstinate and selfish commoners do 
not constantly overstep their rights. 

The procedure for regulation or inclosure is, shortly, 
as follows (section 10):—The applicants must advertize 
their intention to apply for the provisional order, and, 
where the common is situated within six miles of any 
town, as defined in the Act (see section 8), must serve 
notice on the urban sanitary authority. The written ap- 

ication must be accompanied with a map of the common, 
and the applicants must be prepared with evidence of the 

ency of the application considered in relation to 
the benefit of the neighbourhood, including statements 
on certain points specified in the Act. In the case of an 
application for inclosure, the applicants are required to 
give special information as to the advantages they anti- 
cipate to be derivable from the inclosure, as compared 
with regulation; also the reasons why an inclosure is 

ient when viewed in relation to the benefit of the 
neighbourhood. Information on certain specified points 
must also be furnished to enable the commissioners to 
form an opinion whether the application should be 
acceded to, having regard to private interests. When 
all this has been done, if the commissioners are 
satisfied that, regard being had to the benefit of the 
neighbourhood, as well as to private iaterests, it is ex- 
pedient to proceed farther in the matter, they will 
order a local inquiry to be held by an assistant-commis- 
sioner. 

The regulations with reference to this local inquiry and 
the report of the assistant-commissioner (section 11) are 
designed to secure that full notice shall be given of the 
public meeting or meetings to be held before the assist- 
ant-commissioner, and also to place the Inclosure Com- 
missioners in possession of the suggestions and objec- 
tions made, and of the state of local opinion on the sub- 
ject. The commissioner is to report specially the 
information obtained by him as to the particulars with 
reference to which the applicants are required to furnish 
information to the commissioners, and the report is to be 
accompanied by a map, and (in case of inclosure) with a 
sketch of the allotments proposed for recreation grounds 
and field-gardens. 

If the Inclosure Commissioners, after receiving the re- 
port, are satisfied that, having regard tothe benefit of the 
neighbourhood, as well as to private interests, it is desir- 
able to proceed farther in the matter, they will frame a 
draft provisional order, either for regulation or 
inclosure, which is to contain certain specified . pro- 
visions for the benefit of the neighbourhood and 
for the protection of private interests (section 12). 
A copy of this order is to be deposited for the considera- 
tion of the parties interested, and the commissionersare not 
to certify its expediency unless they are satisfied that 
persons representing at least two-thirds in value of in- 
terests in the common affected by the order consent to 
it, and, where the common is part of the wastes of amanor, 
that the lord consents. A meeting may be held by the as- 
sistant-commissioner for the purpose of obtaining theneces- 
sary consents. When these have been obtained, the order 
becomes final, and the commissioners must certify thatit is 
€xpedient that the provisional order should be confirmed 
by Parliament. They must furnish Parliament with the 
information furnished to them in order to enable it to 
come to a conclusion as to the expediency of confirming 
the order, 

A considerable part of the Act (sections 19, 21—28) 
is occupied with provisions as to the better management 
of fuel allotments, or poor allotments and recreation 
gtounds, We need not go over these provisions in de- 
tail; but it is enacted that the surplus rents of 
recreation grounds and of field gardens are for the future 
to be applied to improving or adding to the lands from 
which they have arisen (section 27). Reports are to be 
made at intervals of not less than three, nor more than 
five, years by the trustees, &c., of recreation grounds 


or gardens, 


Sections 29 and 30 relate to illegal inclosures. An 





encroachment on a village green is to be deemed a 
public nuisance, and jurisdiction is given to the county 
court to hear any case relating to illegal inclosures on 
commons after the passing of the Act, and to grant 
injunctions to prevent such inclosures, or to order their 
removal. Persons intending to inclose or approve @ 
common or part of a common, otherwise than under the 
Act, must publish at least three months beforehand 
notice of their intention (section 31). 





AN ENGLISH EVIDENCE CODE. 
VI. 

We have already pointed out that part Il. of Mr. 
Stephen’s book is, according to the description given of 
it in the introduction, occupied with answering the ques- 
tion, What evidence must be given of facts which may 
be proved? It is a little startling, therefore, to find it 
commencing with an enumeration of facts which need 
not be proved at all (articles 58—60). And this is the 
more surprising, because in part III., which relates to 
the production and effect of evidence, we find rules as 
to what facts must be proved, and we should, therefore, 
expect to find in the same place rules as to what need 
not. The separation of these cognate matters has also 
produced an inconsistency, for article 93 is to the effect 
that he who asserts or denies the existence of facts 
must “ prove that those facts do or do not exist.” With 
respect, however, to the facts enumerated in article 53 
it is laid down that, though asserted by any party, they 
need not be proved by him. Article 58 being, therefore, 
inconsistent with the general rule of article 93, should 
surely be treated as an exception to it. It may be 
observed also that in article 60 the insertion of the 
words “except by a plea of guilty” is required to make 
accurate the rule that “in a trial for felony the prisoner 
can make no admissions se as to dispense with proof.” 

Chapter 8 treats of “oral evidence,’ and consists of 
two articles, article 61 stating what facts may be proved 
by oral evidence, and article 62 providing that oral 
evidence must be “ direct.’’ The first of these articles 
is conceived in terms of the most puzzling obscurity, and 
the obscurity is increased by the references in the note. 
The 61st article is as follows :—“ All facts may be proved 
by oral evidence, except (1) the contents of such docu- 
ments as must be proved otherwise, and (2) such facts 
as must be proved either by documentary evidence or by 
secondary evidence of the contents of documents,” and 
the note refers the first branch to chapter 10, and the 
second to chapter 12. We must therefore look to these 
chapters. On looking at them we find that chapter 10 
is headed “ Proof of Public Documents,” and says 
(article 73) that wherever a statement made in any public 
document, &c., is in issue or is relevant to the issue, 
“ the fact that that statement is contained in that docu- 
ment may be proved”’ as thereinafter mentioned, and 
in the subsequent articles treats of the way in which 
‘* the contents of any public document” may be proved. 
Chapter 12 relates to the “ modification and interpreta- 
tion of documentary evidence by oral evidence.” 

Now the proof of a document, except where it con- 
sists of a seal or a written or printed authentication 
noticed by the court, is always oral, being the identifica- 
tion by the witnesses producing the document of the 
document produced as that which it purports to be; and 
even documents capable of being proved otherwise are 
not excluded from this mode of proof. What, then, are 
“ such documents as must be proved otherwise” ? Yet 
it is only the “ contents of such documents" which are in 
the first branch excluded from proof by oral evidence. 
Does the provision, then, really mean to speak of “the 
contents of document whose contents must be proved 
otherwise” ? This would make it more intelligible; for 
then it would say that, as to what is contained in, that 
is as to the statements made by, a certain class of docu- 
ments, they could not be proved by oral evidence at all, 
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but could only be proved by production of the documents 
themselves or certain copies of them; in other words, 
that, without considering in general how it might be 
proved that a particular fact had occurred, the fact that 
a document of this class stated it, and in. general the 
statements of the documents considered as facts, could 
only be proved in that way. Upon the whole, we think 
this must be what is meant; but as the whole matter of 
these documents is provided for in chapter 10 it would 
surely be simpler and more intelligible to say that all 
facts may be proved by oral evidence, except the contents 
of documents, whose contents must be proved in the 
manner stated in chapter 10. 

The second branch owes its embarrassed language to 
the distinction between documents regarded as facts,and 
documents regarded as merely the evidence, although 
the exclusive evidence, of facis, as in the case of written 
agreements. Now, a copy is documentary evidence, al- 
though it is secondary evidence, and it is by such copies 
that, in the absence of the original, proof is usually made 
of its contents: The alternative, therefore, between 
documentary evidence and secondary evidence is not 
correetly stated; and it would be far simpler, and at the 
same time more accurate, to omit the middle of branch 
(2), leaving it to stand thus :—‘ (2) Such facts as must 
be proved by evidence of the contents of documents,’ 
leaving the question as to the means of proving such con- 
tents to be dealt with, as it is, in fact, left by Mr. 
Stephen to be dealt with, elsewhere. And yet it would 
be odd, and the oddity is not escaped by Mr. Stephen, 
to say that the fact in question is not, in the case of oral 
secondary evidence being given, proved by oral evidence. 
It certainly is proved by oral evidence, although the oral 
evidence is of the contents of a written document. Again, 
therefore, the expression is not accurate, and it will 
be difficult to make it so in a few words. 

But, thirdly, in face of the general rule contained in 
article 66, which excludes secondary evidence of docu- 
ments, except under certain conditions, it seems strange 
to find no reference to chapter 9 in the article we are con- 
sidering. It seems clear that on principle there ought to 
be such a reference, and any lawyer would be surprised 
not to find it. The article, therefore, seems to be inaccurate 
in its language in both the branches which it has, and to 
be defective in not having a third. 

Surely a very simple method of solving the difficulty, 
and onenot disdained by Mr. Stephen elsewhere, would 
be merely to refer to the subsequent limitations by 
saying, “ Subject to the provisions hereinafter contained 
(naming the chapters) all facts may be proved by oral 
evidence.” 

We now come to chapter 9, headed “ Of Document- 
ary Evidence—Primary and Secondary and Attested 
Documents” (articles 63—72). This series of articles 
commences with the general rule (article 63) that 
“the contents of documents may be proved either 
by primary or by secondary evidence.” We cannot 
understand the motive for thus putting primary and 
secondary evidence apparently on the same level. It 
is true that in many cases they are on the same 
level, and both modes of proof may be resorted to 
indifferently; yet the general rule is, that primary 
evidence must be given, unless there is some special 
ground for the admission of secondary evidence. There 
can be no doubt that this is the general rule because it 
is actually expressed by Mr. Stephen in article 66; but 
that article seems inaptly placed where it stands; it 
would better exclude and take the place of article 63, 
and would then be appropriately followed by article 64, 
which states what is deemed primary evidence. 

Article 65 states what “secondary evidence means,’ 
that is, it enumerates various forms of secondary 
evidence ; and article 67 enumerates in its first half 
seven cases in which evidence may be given, 
and in the second half (cither expressly or by reference to 
other articles) the kind of secondary evidence applicable 
to the several cases. We cannot think this enumera- 





== 
tion in article 67 to be convenient, and for the follo: 
reasons. With the exception of three of the sey, 
classes, (c), (d), and (g), the whole matter of the artig,’ 
has to be repeated in the subsequent articles, which dea) 
specifically with the enumerated cases, except only thy 
general statement that ‘in cases (a), (b), (c), and @, 
any secondary evidence of the documents is admissible.” 
and the final clause that ‘‘ Questions as to the existengg 
of facts rendering secondary evidence of the contents 
of documents admissible are to be decided by the judge” 
Now surely this final clause, as relating to the 
liminaries of the admission of secondary evidengg 
would more fitly occupy the position of article 66, in 
lieu of that article removed to the position of artig, 
64? And as to the general rule relating 
classes (a), (b), (c), and (d), it strikes us thy 
words would be saved, and yet clearness and simplicity 
gained, if it were made a general heading to a group of 
four articles, or to a single sub-divided article, t 

of the four cases thus :—“ Subject to the conditions 
stated in the [four following articles] any secondary 
evidence may be given of the documents therein men, 
tioned.” In this way certain redundancies and incon. 
sistencies would be avoided which at present exist. 1 
article 67 deals with the matter affirmatively —* second. 
ary evidence may be given” ; article 68 deals with a part 
of the same matter negatively —“ secondary evidence may 
net be given unless,” &c. But the affirmative and neg. 
tive form only express the same thing; secondary ey. 
dence may (by way of exception from the general rule) 
be given, if certain conditions are complied with; of 
course then it may not be given wnless those conditions 
are complied with. The subject-matter is identical ; the 
difference is, or ought to be, only in the fulness of the 
statement; article 68 purports to state the same things 
as article 67, and to state something more. But the 
unnecessary repetition has not only the fault of redu- 
dancy ; it produces, as redundancy often does, inaccuracy, 
This appears as follows :—Article 68 purports only to 
deal with the case mentioned in article 67 (a)—“ second. 
ary evidence of the contents of the documents referred 
to in article 67 (a) may not be given unless,” &c. But 
67 (a) refers only to the case when the original is in the 
possession or power of the adverse’ party, and says 
that, “ after the notice mentioned in article 68,” followed 
by non-production, secondary evidence may be given, 
Article 68, however, not only refers, in the first clause, t 
the case mentioned in article 67 (a), but, in its second 
clause, which is still under the “unless,” to the case 
where the document is in the possession of a stranger, 
and here the condition precedent to the admission of 
secondary evidence is, not a notice to the adverse party, 
but service of a subpena on the stranger. This second 
clause, then, includes the case mentioned in article 67 (6), 
the case, namely, where the document is in the possession 
of a stranger who is entitled to refuse production. But 
in terms it also includes the case where the stranger is 
not entitled to refuse production. ‘The article, how 
ever, goes on, in its third clause, to refer to tha 
case, which is neither within article 67 (a) or (U), 
namely, the case where the stranger is not e& 
titled to refuse production, and when secondary 
evidence is excluded. Lastly, article 68 mentions the 
case where even notice to produce is dispensed with, 
thus contradicting one of the terms by which’the case 
mentioned in article 67 (a) is described, the termsot 
description there being, the possession or control of the 
original by the adverse party, and non-production “ afl 
notice.” Surely this is a strange pieco of confusion 
which would never have occurred if article 67 had bem 
omitted, and separate articles or sub-divisions had beet 
allotted to a complete treatment of the cases severally 
documents being in the possession or power of the advers 
party, and being in the possession of strangers. Tht 
the four classes subject to the general rule above-meh 
tioned would become five. Such a course 


not have multiplied words, but saved them; and a® 
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Similarly, the-case 67 (g), which relates to the calcula- 


te article; and, indeed, it may be questioned 
whether it’ properly. falls. under the- head of secondary 
evidence at all, and’ does not rather belong to the head 
of evidence of‘opinion. As to article 67 (e) it is the case 
of public documents, which is elaborately treated in 
10, comprising articles 73—84.. Finally, article 
67 (f) is as follows::—‘* Where the original is a document 
for the proof of which special provision is made by any 
Act of Parliament or any lawin force for the time being,” 
as to whieh the subsequent clause of article 67 referring 
to it gives us the important information that “in the 
case (f) the document may be proved in the manner 
specially provided by the law which makes provision for 
its proof.” Now, whether all such documents are 
“public documents,” and so within article 67 (e) or not, 
they are afterwards so treated by Mr. Stephen, for 
article 79, which forms part of chapter 10, treats fully 
of this very matter. ‘What, then, do we gain by the 
insertion of these two disjointed clauses in article 67 ? 

We have thus examined the whole matter of article 
67, and in the result it appears that it contains in its 
final clause a rule which ought to be a preliminary 
article; that it gives in the inconvenient form of a double 
series the cases in which secondary evidence is admissible 
and the class of secondary evidence applicable; that the 
group of fowr cases in which any kind of secondary evi- 
dence is admissible might not only be as easily and 
shortly, and more simply and clearly, expressed as a 
separate group of five articles, but that the mode adopted 
confuses article 68, and even makes it introduce new cases 
not mentioned at all in article 67; that as to two other 
cases, (e) and (f), it introduces a mere repetition, and 
adds, besides, a confusion by bringing case (f) under the 
chapter devoted to case (e) without any notice that it 
does so; and that as to case (g), which but doubtfully be- 
longs to the company in which it finds itself, it is 
palpably no shorter than it would be if expressed in a 
single clause instead of in two disjointed clauses. 

Now, if there were any reason for indexing the cascs 
in which secondary evidence is admissible, this might be 
done in a much shorter and safer way by merely re- 
ferring to the articles dealing with the instances in 
detail. But this is not really necessary, because the 
cases form, or should form, a group of themselves. The 
connection is, Lowever, broken in upon, in two instances, 
by Mr. Stephen’s method of arrangement. The con- 
cluding articles of the chapter we are considering 
(articles 69—72) are occupied with the question of 
attested documents. This matter we will consider 
below in connection with chapter 11. The other 
instance occurs in chapter 10, which relates to public 
documents. Here article 74 lays down that “ the con- 
tents of any public document whatever may be proved 
by producing the document itself for inspection from 
proper custody, and identifying it as being what it pro- 
fosses to be.” Why, of course it may; and so may any 
document whatever. This is primary evidence. But is 
there any need to say soP If this article were omitted 
the whole of chapter 10, with the exception of one 
article, would relate to secondary evidence. That other 
exception is article 80, which dispenses with proof of the 
authentication of official documents in certain cases. 
This article, then, relates to a matter which need not be 
proved, and therefore belongs to the matter of article 58, 
being immediately related to clause (9) of that article, 
Which treats of the seals of public documents. The 
same observation would apply to a portion of article 79 
but that the authentication mentioned there is the 
authentication of copies, and is therefore properly in- 
sorted there as part of that matter. 





As to articles 69—72, relating to attested documenta, 
such documents are originals, and the matter relating te 
them is matter relating to primary evidence. And the 
general character of these articles is not broken in upem 
by ‘the oceurtence in them. of one or two: subsidiary rulew 
providing for the cases: where secondary evidence may be 


would’ be equally short if placed ina | Siven. The same thingis true of chapter 11, which treats 
tions of figures, mg, 3 P } of presumption as to documents; as to which the only 
| question is whether it does not more properly belong to 


_ part. III. in company with chapter 14 of that part on 


presumptions and estoppels. The rules on attested 
documents, and also those on presumptions as to doeu. 
ments, if allowed to remain in this part, ought, we sube 
mit, to fall under the head of primary evidence; or if 
they are not so included, those as to attested documents 
ought at least to occupy a distinct place by themselves. 

The remaining chapter of part IE. (chapter 12, articles 
90—92) relates to the modification and interpretation. of 
documentary evidence by oral evidence (chapter 12). 
Admirably as this chapter is drawn, we would suggest, 
with respect to article 91, that, notwithstanding the 
customary use of the phrase “surrounding circum- 
stances,” the disagreeable tautology of that expressiom 
might, without any undue boldness, be avoided by the 
substitution of the word “ facts” for “ circumstances.” 

We now come to part III., on the production and 
effect. of evidence, the first chapter of which (chapter 13) 
relates to the barden of proof. The first article of this 
chapter (article 93) lays down, in unqualified terms, that 
he who asserts or denies the existence or non-existence 
of any facts must prove that those facts do or do not 
exist. With this general rule, of course, no one will 
quarrel; but it is impossible not to remember that the 
first chapter of part IT. enumerates (article 58) a list of 
“facts” of which “itis the duty of all judges to take 
judicial notice,” and which (article 59) need not be 
proved “ by the party alleging their existence.”’ Article 
93, then, is subject to the exceptions contained in article 
58, and where the rule is, there the exception ought te 
be. Hence, as we have already pointed out, article 58 
should be transferred to part III., to which it does 
belong, from part II., to which it does not. 

The remaining chapters relate to presumptions and 
estoppels (chapter 14), to the competency of witnesses 
(chapter 15), to the examination of witnesses (chapter 
16), and to improper admission and rejection of evi- 
dence (chapter 17). With respect to presump.ions and 
estoppels, as well as with respect to the interpretation of 
documents, opinions will, as Mr. Stephen truly says, 
differ as to the extent to which they belong properly to 
the subject of evidence. Br whether all will agree or 
not with Mr. Stephen’s selection, none will regreé 
to have the matter which he admits so ably and con- 
cisely summarized; and, for our own part, we see ne 
reason to doubt that he has exercised a wise discretion, 
except, perhaps, in excluding, by reference to pleading 
practice, estoppels by deed and by record. 








A curious case of contempt of court, says the Paris 
correspondent of a daily paper, was recently disposed 
of inthe Appeal Court at Douai. A workman named 
Bernard made an application against a sentence of six 
months’ imprisonment passed on him for throwing down 
some fences on his employer's property. His argument was 
that he had pulled down a number of palings to revenge 
himself upon his master, who had dismissed ie from his 
employment without cause, ‘*The only reason for 
this step,” said Bernard, ‘was that I was a Repub- 
lican and he is a Bonapartist.” Naturally the pr- 
soner’s defence was not held to be suflicient to justi 
him in destroying property, and the judges conti 
the decision of the police-court. It was at this point that 
Bernard rose and shook his fist ia the faves of R 9 judges, 
exclaiming, ‘* This is the kind of thing that we must — 


*so long as we are tried by such a pack of scoundrels.” 


public prosecutor instantly demanded the application ef 
the law of contempt of court, and an addition of two yearv 
smprisonment was made to the original sentence, 
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Recent Bectstans. 


CONDITION PRECEDENT AS TO MARRIAGE 
WITH CONSENT. 


(Dawson v. Oliver Massey, M.R. & C.A., 24 W. R. 340) 
933, L. R. 2 Ch. D. 753.) 


This case affords an excellent illustration of the re- 
sults of the rigorous application of the canon of inter- 
pretation of which so much has been heard of late at 
the Rolls. A literal construction has its advantages, but 
when the contest is between a literal and a sensible con- 
struction, there can be little doubt as to which should 
be preferred. In the recent case the bequest was to 
trustees in trust, after the determination of a life estate, 
to pay to the female children of the testator’s sister on 
their attaining twenty-one or ‘‘ marrying with the con- 
sent of their parents.” At the time of the marriage of 
one of the daughters of the testator’s sister her mother 
only was living, and the marriage was with her consent. 
The Master of the Rolls held that the condition prece- 
dent not having been literally fulfilled, the daughter 
was not entitled to payment of a share under the bequest. 
The testator’s intention being the test, the question is 
whether he meant merely to provide that if both parents 
are living both shall consent, or that unless both are 
living no marriage under twenty-one shall take place. 
Why should he be taken to intend this latter unreason- 
able stipulation? His main object may be presumed 
to be that the marriage shall be a prudent one; and there 
is the consent of the surviving parent to insure this. 
The construction adopted by the Master of the Rolls 
would, in circumstances resembling those of the late 
case, impose a restraint on a marriage which might be 
in the highest degree prudent and desirable. Apart, 
therefore, from authority, it would seem to be most in 
accordance with the testator’s intention to hold that the 
consent of the surviving parent would be sufficient, as 
being a substantial performance of the condition. But, 
as the Court of Appeal point out in their judgment, 
three text-books of the highest authority have laid down 
that our law has adopted, to some extent, from the civil 
law, the rule that in the construction of bequests, where 
the condition is precedent, it is deemed to be performed 
if executed cy-prés, when the whole cannot be literally 
fulfilled owing to unavoidable circumstances. The Court 
of Appeal, in giving to this rule the weight of decision, 
has settled the law upon this subject in accordance, 
as we venture to think, with common sense and con- 
venience. 








Rebiews. 


CONVEYANCING. 


Pripravx’s Paecepents in ConvEYANCING, wiTH DisseRTA- 
TIONS ON 178 Law AnD Practice. Eighth Edition. By 
Frepertck Pumeavx and Joun Wurrcomne, both of 
Lincoln’s-inn, Esqs., Barristers-at-Law. Two Vols. 
Stevens & Sons. 


“ Prideaux’’ has become an indispensable part of the 
conveyancer’s library, and it is matter of some concern 
that a work which has hitherto been of so much value 
should be kept abreast of the new legislation and law. 
We are glad to say that a careful examination of the 
greater portion of the book enables us to speak unequi- 
vocally on this point. The new edition has been edited 
with a care and accuracy of which we can hardly speak 
too highly. The practitioner is not only reminded of 
the changes which have occurred in the law since the 
publication of the last edition, but is advised as 
to the course he should take with reference to them. 





—_—_—_——— 
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Thus on the Vendor and Purchaser Act, which 
prominently out among these changes, it is pointed ont 


(p. 5) that as section 2, r. 1 (which provides that, unde . 


a contract to grant or assign a term of years, whether 
derived or to be derived out of a freehold or lenge. 
hold estate, the intended lessee or assign shall no} 
be entitled to call for the title to the freehold), 
does not permit a purchaser from raising objections 
to the freehold title on grounds discovered ali 

it will still be advisable in a sale of leaseholds tp 
stipulate that the lessor’s title shall not be inquired 
into or any objection made in respect thereof. And it 
is again properly pointed out on p. 7 that, if the vendor 
of an under-lease cannot procure the production of the 
original lease he should preclude the purchaser from re. 
quiring its production by a special condition, as the 
above rule of the Vendor and Purchaser Act applies to 
the freehold title only. An appendix to vol. L., again, 
contains an admirably concise and practical discussion of 
the scheme provided by the Land Transfer Act, 1875, in 
which the authors point out that while the applicant for 
registration with an absolute title will have to pay his 
solicitor a sum at least equal to what he would have had 
to pay, if his land were unregistered, on a sale under an 
open contract; also a further sum to the officials, at 
least equal to what, under the same open contract, he 
would have had to pay for investigating the title ; also a 
further sum for advertisements and meeting objec. 
tions, and also a further sum for ad valorem 
fees for registration, he will obtain as the 
compensating advantage an absolute title against 
incumbrances created by his predecessors in title, pro- 
vided that he has not been guilty of fraud in concealing 
such incumbrances from the registrar—“ a privilege to 
which it is difficult to attach any appreciable value, as the 
cases must be rare in which an incumbrance created by 
a predecessor would remain concealed, without any fraud 
on the applicant’s part, during the proceedings for 
registration.” We do not concur in the author’ 
commendation of a general registration of assurances, 
but we think that the true mode of diminishing 
the expense attending the transfer of land is to be 
found in the other practical reforms they suggest. They 
justly remark on the extraordinary section 45, which, 
as our readers may remember, relates to the “bate 
trustee,” that “it seems a clumsy mode of legislation to 
insert in an Act to establish a land registry a clause 
applicable exclusively to unregistered land.” We com 
mend the remark to the putative author of the section, 
The care and completeness with which the dissertation; 
have been revised leaves us hardly any room for criticisms 
but we may suggest that in the dissertation on searches 
for incumbrances, it should have been added that 
search will apparently in future have to be made for 
charges under the Agricultural Holdings Act. That 
singular piece of legislation contains no provisions 
for registration of these charges, but it can hardly 
be doubted that a list of them will be kept in the county 
court, 

The precedents have been slightly increased in num 
ber, and some substitutions have been made. The leases 
of farms have been adapted to the Agricultural Holdings 
Act; but this portion of the work seems to us still, # 
it has always seemed, rather meagre. In particular, 
we never have understood why no form of lease of 
public-house is given. Since the new Licensing Act 
and the case of Wooler and wife v. Knott (24 W. & 


1004, L. R. 1 Ex. D. 265), the landlords of 


houses have, we believe, in many cases altered the form 
of their agreements with their tenants, and a new 
carefully revised form would have been of 
service, 





Mr. Montague Bere, Q.C., judge of county courts i 
Cornwall, has been elected chairman of the Devon sal 
Somerset Railway Company, 
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The Vacation Sittings. 


CHANCERY DIVISION.* 
(Before HuppiEsTon, B.) 
Sept. 12.—De Bernus v. James. [M.R.] 
Nuisance — Injunction — Brickburning — Residential park— 
Delay. 

Defendant commenced burning bricks in his field, 230 yards 
from plaintiff's house (both of which were in a residential park) 
eighteen months before action brought. Defendant was warned 
that his works were @ nuisance fifteen months ago, and desisted 
for six or eight months. When he re-commenced, legal pro- 
ceedings were threatened, but not instituted, as the intended 
plaintiff went abroad. The present plaintiff instituted proceed- 
ings six months afterwards. , 

Held, that the delay was not such as to disentitle him to an 
injunction. 

This was an action to restrain the defendant from com- 
mitting a nuisance by burning bricks in his field in a 
residential park near Manchester, and the plaintiff now 
moved for an interim injunction. The principal facts are 
stated in a previous report upon another point (ante, p 


873). P 
The defendant’s affidavit stated that he bought the 
lease of his field in 1874; that such lease contained a 
covenant by the lessee, his exeeutors, administrators, and 
assigns, not to make, burn, or cause or suffer to be made or 
burntupon the demised premises, orany partthereof, any bricks 
or tiles, except for the purpose of building the messu 
and buildings therein covenanted to be built upon the de- 
mised premises ; and went on to say that the defendant was 
informed and believed that a similar covenant was con- 
tained in the several leases under which the plaintiff and 
the other owners of property in Victoria Park held their 


Jand. He also said that there wes a good end of clay in his 


field, but that some of the bricks were so badly made that 
he was og aac to cart them away and use them for rough 
work, He denied that he had any intention of selling the 

bricks made by him or of carrying on the business of a 
brickmaker, and said that the foreign clay he had brought 
into his field was merely used for the purpose of filling up a 
pond. The field contained enough clay to make a million 
bricks, which could be burned in four kilns, and all of 
which would be required for houses he was building on the 
land ; and, by making them upon the premises instead of 
buying them in the market he would save £750. Thiscon- 
sideration had induced him to give £600 for the land. He 
also denied the existence of any nuisance, and filed evidence 
confirming him in this respect, and proving that his kilns 
— so constructed as to produce as little smoke as practic- 
able. 

The evidence in reply denied the defendant's statements 
with reapect to the bricks carted away, the foreign clay, 
and the pond. The park-keeper and two gardeners em- 
ployed by residents confirmed the plaintiff's evidence as 
to the foreign clay and the pond, and testified to the 
damage done to the gardens under their charge by the 
smoke from the defendant’s kilns. 

W, Pearson, Q.C., and Jemmett, for the plaintiff, contended 
that there was @ nuisance sufficient to entitle the plaintiff 
© an injunction, and that there had not been such delay 
ou his part as to disentitle him. The rule of the court 
Was that a person could only be barred by delay when he 
had stood by and allowed the defendant to spend money in 
the belief that no objection would be made, and that he 
Would not be interfered with. The defendant had made 
out no such case. Up to Jane, 1875, the plaintiff 
thought he was making bricks in order to build on his 
Property, and did not wish to behave in an unhandsome 
manner. He was, nevertheless, warned that if he 
Continued to commit a nuisance his neighbours would 
be compelled to interfere. Then he suspended opera: 
tions in August, 1875, for six months, and after 
that the plaintiff would not have been justified in 
Coming to the court; he would have been met with the 
argument non constat that the defendants intends to re- 
sume operations, Ags soon as he began to make prepara- 
tions for brickmaking in the spring of 1876, he was 
Tepeatedly warned that if he persevered legal proceedings 


* Reported by H. Graxnwoop, Esq., barrister-at-law. 








would be instituted against him. In March and April he 
received notices which put him ai arm’s length, and one 
resident instructed a solicitor to commence an action, 
which would have been prosecuted forthwith had not the 
intended plaintiff gone abroad. As regarded the nuisance, 
the evidence was conclusive, and in Beadmore v. Treadwell, 
3 Giff. 683, brick-burning at a distance of 600 yards was 
held to be a nuisance. It was unnecessary to inquire 
whether the smoke was prejudicial to health ; if it inter- 
fered with the substantial enjoyment of the plaintiff's 
house it was a nuisance: Tipping v. St. Helen’s Smelting 
Company; Walter v. Selfe. In one house near the 
plaintiff’s whenever the windows were open the bed- 
rooms were filled with smoke to such an extent as to 
render them unfit for use. This evidence was admissible, 
for in cases of nuisance from water Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley said that he would have regard to injury 
sustained by persons who were not parties to the suit. 

Millar, for the defendant, contended that, as long as he 
was not capriciously and vexatiously burning bricks to the 
annoyance of the neighbours, he was entitled to burn them, 
inasmuch as the plaintiff had notice of the covenant above 
referred to. He took his lease with notice that the ad- 
joining owners had a right to burn bricks to build houses. 
If this were not fully proved the defendant could give 
farther evidence at the hearing, and if an injunction were 
granted in the meantime he would sustain serious loss. 
There was sufficient doubt to induce the court to refuse an 
injunction, and the plaintiff could be compensated by 
damages. The onus was on the plaintiff, and the leaning 
of the court was to the status in quo. The question is a 
balance of convenience and inconvenience: Beardmore v. 
Treadwell. 

W. Pearson, Q.C., and Jemmett, in reply, contended that 
there was no proof that plaintiff had notice of the 
covenants in the defendant’s lease. The fact of a man 
taking a house in a neighbourhood where brick-burning 
was likely to be carried on did not disentitle him to relief 
unless he actually came to an existing nuisance. The 
plaintiff had undertaken in damages, and if the injunction 
were granted the undertaking would continue, and would 
be ample security for any damage the defendant might 
sustain. If it were refused the defendant would go on 
poisoning the air with his two kilns for an indefinite time ; 
and no damages could compensate the plaintiff for the in- 
jary and annoyance that would be inflicted upon him. 
The nuisance was clearly established, and the balance of 
convenience was in favour of an injunction. 

Huppteston, B.—I am bound to say that there is no 
doubt in my mind as to the conclusion I ought to come to. 
The first question I have to consider is whether a sufficient 
case of nuisance has been made out; and, if so, I must also 
consider whether there has been such delay as to disentitle 
the plaintiff to an injunction. Now,I think, on the 
evidence, that a case of nuisance is conclusively estab- 
lished, at any rate it is established to my satisfaction. I 
must confess that the eighteen months’ delay—as it was 
called—at first appeared to me a formidable objection. 
But when we come to look at it closely the eighteen months 
must be divided into certain periods; and I think, con- 
sidering the information and the warnings that were given 
to the defendant, he cannot be allowed to say that 
he was encouraged to spend money by the plaintiff's silence, 
It now remains to consider the defendant’s contention 
that the plaintiff is not in a position to make this applica- 
tion. The assumption that both held under a common 
grantor has not been made out to my satisfaction, and the 
attention of the court has not been called to any direct 
allegation in the evidence that the plaintiff knew of the 
covenant. Therefore, that arugment falls to the ground. 
If I refused the injunction, I should practically deprive the 

laintiff of relief ; if I grant it the defendant can get any 

amages to which he e : prove to be entitled. I have 
come to the conclusion that an injunction in the usual 
form ought to be granted; but the costs will be reserved 
to the hearing. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, Field, Roscoe, ¢ Co., for 
Atkinson, Saunders, ¢ Co., Altrincham. 

Solicitor for the defendant, T. W. @oldring. 
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SHuctettes. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The inaugural meeting for the ensuing session of this 
society took place at Clement's-inn Hall, on Wednesday, 
October 11. J. T. Davies, Esq., solicitor, presided. 

The proceedings commenced with the reading of a report 
by the hon. seeretary of the condition and progress of the 
society during the preceding six months, which stated that 
seventeen new members have: been enrolled — that 
period, a member in excess of the number enrotled during 
the corresponding period in former years. Of this number 
four were admitted without election, being members of 
societies in union. The number of members that have 
joined since the Ist of January is thus brought to a total 
of sixty. Fourteew meetings have been held during the 
period from the first Wednesday in April to the 14th of 
July, when the society adjourned for the long vacation. The 
meetings have been attended by an aggregate of 337, or an 
average of twenty-four at each meeting. The report also 
stated that, financially, the society is in a very prosperous 
condition; that the Liverpool Law Students’ Association has 
been formed and reeeived into union since April last, mak- 
ing the eighteenth society now in union with the. society ; 
and that Mr. J.T. Bernard has offered the sum of three 
guineas a year towards the formation and maintenance of 
a law library and reading-room, and Mr. W. Shirley 
Shirley has offered the sum of five pounds for the same 
object, provided three other persons will each give a like 
sum before the end of November. 

The following was the subject for the evening’s debate, 
which was opened by Mr. J. S. Rubinstein :—‘‘ That it is 
desirable that the English Government should, while pre- 
serving the suzerainty of Turkey, endeavour to secure the 
emancipation of Servia, Montenegro, Bosnia, Herzegovina, 
and Bulgaria from the Turkish rule.’ Mr. W. Shirley 
Shirley, B.A., strongly opposed. On a show of hands 
being taken, the motion was carried by a:large majority. 
Twenty-five gentlemen were present. 





Appotuturents, Ete. 


Mr. Tuomas Erskine Hoxwanp, D.C.L., has been created 
a Knight of the Order o£ the Crown of Italy. Mr. Holland 
is the son of the late Rev. Dr. Holland, Prebendary of 
Chichester, by the eldest daughter of the first Lord Erskine. 
He was educated at Magdalen College, Oxford, where he 


graduated first class in classics in 1858. He obtained the 
Chancellor’s prize for the English essay in 1860 ; became a 
Fellow of Exeter College, and subsequently proceeded to 
the degree of D.C.L. Mr. Holland was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1863, and was a member of 
the Home Circuit. He was for some time Vinerian Reader 
in Common Law at Oxford, and about two years ago he 
succeeded the Right Hon. Montague Bernard as Chichele 
Professor of International Law and Diplomacy, to which a 
fellowship at All Souls’ College is attached. Mr. Holland 
is Honorary Professor of the Law Faculty of the University 
of Perugia. 


Mr. Henry Capocan Rotugry, Admiralty Registrar of 
the High Court, has been appointed by the Lord Chan- 
cellor to be a Wreck Commissioner under the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1876. 

Mr. Witt1am Govetr Romatne, C.B., barrister, has been 
appointed a Member of the Superior Council of Egyptian 
Finance. Mr. Romaine is a graduate of Trinity College, 
Cambridge, and was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Hilary Term, 1839. He formerly practised on the Oxford 
Circait, and he was deputy-judge-advocate to the army in 
the Crimea. Mr. Romaine was for several years one of the 
secretaries to the Admiralty, and he was created a Civil 
Companion of the Order of the Bath in 1857, He has been 
Judge Advocate General for {ndia since 1869. 
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Obituary. 


MR. WIDLIAM SPENCER. OLLIVANT. 


Mr. William Spencer-Ollivant, barrister, died very gnq. 
denly from disease.of the heart at. the Queen’s Hotel, 
Chester, on the 4th inst., at the age of forty-two, Mr 


| Ollivant was the son of the Right Rev. Alfred Ollivant, 


D.D., Bishop.of St. Asaph, and was born in 1884, Ho 


| was an M.A. of Corpus Christi College, Oxford, where he 


graduated third class in law and modern history in 1857, 


| He was called.to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 


| Circuit and the Glamorganshire Sessions, 


1860, and he practised on, the South Wales and Cheater 

Mr. Ollivant 
acted, in 1867, as' an: assistant boundary: commissioner 
under the Reform Act. He was for many: years ono of 


_the staff of the Wrerxty Reporter, but he relinquished 


the duties about a year ago, in consequence of the state of 
his-health rendering it necessary for him to spend a par} 
of the-year ‘abroad. He was appointed last year to be one 
of the revising barristers: for Cheshire, and had just 
entered upon his duties for the. present year. Ho wag 
engaged in the revision of the list at Birkenhead on the 
Ath inst., but he became so unwell that he was obliged to 
adjourn the court, and he returned to Chester, where he 
was staying, and shortly after his arrival he expired. Mr, 
Ollivant’s death has caused much grief to his professional 
friends. 








Court Papers. 


THE MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1876. 


Genera RULES FOR COurTS OF SURVEY IN THE Unirep 
KinepoM, 1876. 


Whereas, by the Merchant Shipping Act, 1876, it is pro- 
vided that the owner or master of a ship, that has been 
provisionally detained, may appeal to the court of survey for 
the port or district where the ship is detained : 

And whereas it is further provided that every court of 
survey shall consist of a judge sitting with two assessors; 
and that the judge of the court shall be summoned from 4 
list of persons from time to time approved for the port or 
district by one of her Majesty’s principal Secretaries of State; 

And whereas it is provided that the Lord Chancellor of 
Great Britain, may from time to time (with the consent of the 
Treasury so far as relates to fees) make general rules to cany 
into effect the provisionsiof the said Act with respect to courts 
of survey : 

Now, therefore, I, the Right Honourable Hugh MacCalmont, 
Baron Cairns, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, with 
the consent so far as may be necessary of one of her Majesty's 
principal Secretaries of State, and of the Treasury so far as 
relates to fees, do order as follows : 

1. Short title.] These rules may be cited as “ The Rule 
of the Court of Survey, 1876.” 

2. Commencement.] These rules shall come into operation 
on the 1st day of October, 1876. 

3. Interpretation.| In the construction of these Rules, 
words importing the singular number shall include the plurtl, 
and words importing the plural number shall include the 
singular number. 

4, Courts of survey, their districts and officers.) The 
courts of survey, with the districts assigned to each, and the 
persons authorized to act as judges and registrars theredl, 
and which have been approved by one of her Majesty's prise 
cipal Secretaries of State, as set forth in appendix A., shall be 
the courts of survey, and the districts, judges, and regis 
trars of euch courts, for the purposes of the Merchant 
Shipping Acts, 1864 to 1876. : 

5, Publication of rules.| These rules shall be published 
by her Majesty's Stationery Office through its agents, and # 
copy shall be kept at the office of the registrar of every cout 
of survey and at every Custom-house and mercantile marie 
office in the United Kingdom, and may be perused theres 
by the master or owner of any ship which may be provision 
ally detained under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1876, aud y 
any one deputed by him. 

6. Publication of the name of registrar and of his fit) 
A notice shall be put up in some conspicuous place in every 
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Custom-house andmercantile. marine office in the United 
Kingdom, containing the name of the registrar of the 
court of survey for that district, and the name of the 
sireet or place in which such. registrar's office is situated. 

7, Notice of appeal.] Where the owner or master of a 
ship, hereinatter called the appellant, desires to appeal to a 
court of survey, he shall file at the office of the registrar 
o! the court of survey for the London district, or for the 
district in which the ship is, hereinafter called the court, a 
notice in the form No. 1 in appendix B. 

8, Summoning of court.] Immediately upon the filing of the 
notice of appeal, the registrar shall communicate the fact, by 
telegraph oe letter, to the Board.of Trade, who shall there- 
upon inform him whether they intend to have the appea! beard 
by a wreck commissioner, and, if so, on what day. 

9, If the Board of Trade inform him that they do not. in- 
tend to have-the appeal heard by a wreck» commissioner, 
the registrar shall forthwith ascertain which of the other 
judges of the court will hear the appeal, and on what day. 

10. On ascertaining when the hearing will take place, 
the registrar shall, if there is a list of assessors for the court, 
select therefrom the person who is, in his opinion, the best 
qualified to act as assessor on the a peal; orif there is no 
such list, he will take the instructions of the judge as to 
the assessor to be appointed. 

11. The Board of Trade shall appoint the other assessor, 
and shall forthwith send th» name and address of such 
assessor to the registrar. 

12. If the ship is a foreign ship, the registrar shall give 
notice to the consular officer for the State to which the 
ship belongs, residing at or nearest to the place where the 
ship is detained, that, at the request of the appellant, some 
competent person will be selected by the consular officer to 
act as assessor. 

13, As soon as the registrar has ascertained by whom the 
appeal will be heard, he shall summon the court in the form 
No.2in appendix B. He shall atthe same time send 
notice thereof to the Board of Trade and’ to the appellant, 
in the form No. 8 in appendix B. 

14, If the survey has been made on the complaint of any 
person, hereinafter called the complainant, the Board of 
Trade shall send to him notice of the time and place ap- 
pointed for the hearing. 

15, Previous to'the hearing the Board of Trade shall 
forward to the registrar, to be produced as evidence at 
the hearing, an official copy of the report of the sur- 
veyor. 

16. The court shall, if practicable. be summoned to hear 
the appeal on a day not later than fourteen days trom the 
filing of the notice of appeal. 

17. Parties.| The Board of Trade and the appellant shall 
be parties to the proceedings. 

18. Any other person; on entering an appearance, may, 


by permission of the judge, be made a party to the proceed- 


ings. 

19, Notice to produce.| Either party may give to the other 
anotice in writing to produce such documents (saving all 
just exceptions) as relate to any matters in difference, and 
which are in the possession or control of such other party ; 
and if such notice be not complied with, secondary evidence 
of the contents of the said documents may be given by or 
on behalf of the party who gave such notice. 

20. Notice to admit.) Either party may give to the other 
party a notice in writing to admit any documents (saving 
all just exceptions); and in case of neglect or refusal to 
admit after such notice, the party so neglecting or refusing 
shall be liable for all the costs of proving such documents, 
whatever the result may be, unless the court is of opinion 
that the refusal to admit was reasonable; and no costs of 

roving any document shall be allowed unless such notice 

given, except where the omission to give the notice is, in 
the opinion of the officer by whom the costs are taxed, a 
Saving of expense. 

21. Witnesses,] The wreck commissioner shall have power 
to issue subpenas as nearly as may be in the form used in 
the High Court of Justice, and such subpoenas shall have 
ae and may be served, in any part of the United King- 


22. Afidavits,| Affidavits may, by permission of the judge 

bo used at the hearing, when sworn to'in any of the follow: 
the’ Uniied 

Kingdom, before any judge or registrar 

of a court of survey, or before a Bm authorised to 





administer oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, 
or before a commissioner em powered to take or receive 
affidavits, or before a justice ofthe peace for the 
county or place where it is-sworn or made, 

In any place in'the British dominions out of the United 
Kingdom; before any court;.judge,; or justice of the 
peace, or any person authorized to administer oaths 
there in any court. 

In any place out of the British dominions, before a British 
Minister, consul, vice-consul, or. notary’ public, or 
before a judge or: magistrate, his signature being 
authentieated by the official seal of the court to which 
such judge: or magistrate is attached, 

23. Proceedings in court.| At.the hearing, the Board of 
Trade-shall first call their witnesses, and. having done so 
— state, in writing, what order they require the court to 
make. 

24, The complainant, if he has appeared, shall then call 
his witnesses, and baving done so shall state, ‘n writing, what 
order he requires the eourt'to make. 

25. The appellant shall then call his witnesses, and hav- 
ing done so shall state, in writing, what order he requires 
the court to make. 

26. After the appellant has examined all his witnesses, 
the Board of Trade and the complainant may, on cause 
shown to the satisfaction of the judge, call further witnesses 
in reply. 

27. After all the witnesses have been examined, the court 
shall first hear the appellant, then the complainant (if any), 
and afterwards the Board of Trade. 

28. The judge may adjourn the court from time to time, 
and from place to place, as may be most convenient. 

29. The judge may deliver the decision of the court either 
viva voce or in writing ; and, if in writing, it may be sent 
or delivered to the respective parties, and it shall not be 
necessary to hold a court merely for the purpose of giving 
the decision. 

30. As soon as possible after the court has come to its 
decision, the judge shall issue an order for the release or de- 
tention (either finally or on condition) of the vessel in the 
form No, 4 in appendix B. 

31. The judge shall report to the Board of Trade in the 
form No. 5 in appendix B. 

82. Costs and damages,|] The court may, if the parties 
consent thereto in writing, decide, whether costs or costs 
and damages are due, and to and from whom, and may 
assess the amount thereof ; or the parties may, by consent 
in writing, refer the question to the wreck commissioner. 

33. The order for the payment of costs, or of costs and 
damages, shall be in'the form No. 6 in appendix B. 

34. Computation of time.] In computing the number of 
days within which any act is to be done, the same shali be 
reckoned exclusive of the first day and inclusive of the last 
day, unless the last day shall happen to fall on a Sunday, 
Christmas-day, or Good Friday, or on a day appointed for a 
public fast or thanksgiving, in which case the time shall be 
reckoned exclusive of that day also. 

35. The days between Thursday next before and the 
Wednesday next after Easter-day and Christmas-day, and 
the three following days, shall not be reckoned or included 
in the computation. 

86. Service of notices, §c.] Any notice, summons, or other 
document issuing out of the court may be served by post. 

87. The service of any notice, summons, or other document 
may be proved by the oath or affidavit of the person by whom 
it was served. 

38. Zuble of fees.] The fees, a table whereof is in appen- 
dix C., shall be demanded and taken in any proceedings 
before a court of survey. 

Dated this 29th day of September, 1876. 


[To be continued. ] 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Vacation Norics. 

For the purpose of hearing applications of an urgent 
nature, Mr. Justice Field will sit in the court of the 
Vice-Chancellor Malins, at Lincoln's-inn, at eleven a.m. 
on Tuesday next, the 17th of Ootober; and on Wednesday, 
the 18th of October, Mr. Baron Huddleston will sit in the 


Cargns, C. 


‘Court of the Vice-Chancellor Bacon, at Lincoln’s-inn, on 
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Tuesday, the 24th of October, the last day of the vaca- 
tion. 

The ne relating to every such application 
are to ne bicaeinoen addressed (under cover) to, Mr. 
Gloster, at the Registrars’ Office, Chancery-lane, before 
one o’clock on the Friday previous to the day on which the 
application is intended to be made. — Q 

Applications for leave to give notice of motion may be 
made to the chief clerk at the chambers of the Vice- 
Chancellor Malins. 

No case will be placed in the paper unless notice has 
been previously given at the Registrars’ Office. 

In any case of great emergency previous to Tuesday, 
October 17, the brief of counsel is to be sent to Mr. 
Justice Field by book-post, or parcel, prepaid, accom- 
panied by office copies of the affidavits in support of the 
application, and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of 
paper, signed by counsel, of the order he may consider the 
applicant entitled to, and an envelope capable of receiving 
the papers, and addressed as follows :—‘‘ Chancery Official 
Letter; To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Regis- 
trars’ Office, Chancery-lane, W.C.” After Wednesday, 
October 18, until the commencement of Michaelmas 
Sittings, applications of an urgent nature are to be made 
to Mr. Baron Huddleston. 

On applications for injunction or writs of ne exeat regno, 
in addition to the above, there must also be sent a copy of 
the writ and a certificate of writ issued. 

The papers sent to the judge wi'l be returned to the 
registrar. 

The judge’s address can be obtained on application at 
the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Malins, 3, Stone- 
buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, and at the Chancery Registrars’ 
Office, Chancery-lane. 

The chambers of the Vice-Ohancellor Malins will be 
open on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in 
every week from eleven to one o'clock. — 

October, 1876. 








MONEY MARKET AND CITY INTELLIGENCE. 


There is no alteration in the Bank rate this week, but the 
return shows a further reduction in the reserve, the pro- 
portion to liabilities being now barely 543 per cent. 
Foreign stocks in the early part of the week were higher, 
but they have since relapsed, and are now a little lower than 
last week. Home railways do not show any change of 
importance. Consols are weaker to-day, at 95% for money 
and account. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

ARCHIBALD—Oct. 8, at 3, Amersham-road, Putney, the wife of 
W. F. A. Archibald, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

ButLER—Oct. 7, at Layston House, Reading, the wife of George 
Russell Butler, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Epwarps—Oct. 5, at Hendford, Yeovil, the wife of Albert 
Edwards, solicitor, of a daughter. 

FRANcis—Oct. 9, at 118, Goldhawk-road, Shepherd’s-bush, W., 
the wife of Harry Francis, solicitor, of a son. 

Furser—Oct. 7, at 26, Acacia-road, N.W., the wife of Richard 
Farber, solicitor, of gs oe veh nang @ son. 

Harpy—Oct. 9, at 50, Ladbroke-grove, W., the wife of Herbert 
H. Cozens Hardy, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

Romer—Oct. 7, at Parkside, Ewell, Surrey, the wife of Robert 
Romer, of Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 

Biss1t1—Stmpson—Oct. 3, at Holy Trinity Church, Skirbeck, 
Lincolnshire, Henry John George Bissill, M.A., of the 
Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, eldest son of John Henry 
Bissill, of Sleaford, Lincolnshire, to Anne Jenny Simpson, 
only daughter of the late Rev. William Hirst Simpson, Rector 
of Stretton, Rutland. 

Scotr—Prince—Sept, 26, at the British and American Chapel, 
St. Petersburg, Sy Charles Scott, of 39, King-street, 
Cheapside, London, solicitor, to Annie Ropes, second daughter 
of George H. Prince, of St. Potersburg. 

DEATH. . 

OLLIvantT—Oct, 3, William Spencer Ollivant, M.A., of Bromley 
Grange, Yorkshire, eldest son of the Bishop of Llandaff, and 

revising barrister for West Cheshire, aged 41. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Farmar, Oct. 6, 1876. 
Roberts, William, and Charles James Roberts, Rochdale, Manchester 
and Heywood, Lancashire, Solicitors. Sept 30 3 
Surssed, Sete, ant Jone Chores bomeel yo 
, John, and John es ard, 8, Lancaster place, Str; 
Middlesex, Solicitors. Oct 4 ne 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farpay, Oct. 6, 1876. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Kosher Meat Supply Association, Limited.—Huddleston, B., has fixe 
Tuesday, Oct 17, at 11.30, atthe chambers of V.C. Malins, for thy 
appointment of an official liquidator. 

Tugspay, Oct. 10, 1876. 
Limitep In CHANCERY. 

Askam Bonded Store Company, Limited.—Huddleston, B., has, by ag 
order dated Sept 12, appointed Charles Lowden, Barrow-in-Furness, 
to be official liquidator. 

Civil Service Mutual Co-operative Society, Limited.—Petition i 
winding up, presented Oct 9, directed to be heard before V.C, Haj 
on Nov 3. Gales, Lime st, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Industrial Bank, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented Oct 6, 
directed to be heard before V.O. Hall on Nov 3. Pattison and 0p, 
Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Kippax Gas Consumers’ Company, Limited.—Pctition for winding up, 
presented Sept 28, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on Noy 
8. Duncan and Co, Bloomsbury sq, agents for Dunning and Kay, 
Leeds, solicitors for ths petitioners. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
ToespaY, Oct. 10, 1876. 
Matren Court of Female Foresters’ Society, Rodney Arms, Cross s', 
Newport, Monmouth. Oct 5 
Southgate Friendly Society, Infant School, Southgate. Oct 5 


Bankrupts. 
Frivay, Oct. 6,1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Hirschberg, John Robert, Great Tower st, Corn Merchant, Pet Oct 3. 
Spring-Rice. Oct 18 at 12 
—_- A H __,Finchlane. Pet Oct2. Spring-Rice. Oct 
at li 


Meek, John Thomas, Leytonstone, Essex, Licensed Victualler. Ps 
Oct 2, “sn ao Oct 19 at 12 
Newton, H » Hollywood rd, West Brompton, Merchant. Pet 
Oct4. Spring-Rice. Oct 19 at 12,30 
Duster, Sas, artin’s lane, Cannon st. Pet Oct 5. Brougham. (ct 
at 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Assinder, Charles, Birmingham, Architect. Pet Oct 2, Parry. Bir- 
mingham, Oct 20 at 11 

Brown, Thomas, Sunderland, House Builder. Pet Oct 2. Hillis. 
Sunderland, Oct 17 at 12 

Coulson, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Iron Shipbuilder. Pet Ost lt, 
Mortimer. Newcastle, Oct 18 at 2 

Ford, Henry, Werrington, Northampton, Blacksmith. Pet Oct% 
Gaches. Peterborough, Oct 21 at 11 

Howarth, Nathan, Pendlebury, Lancashire, Beerseller. Pet Oct’. 
Hulton. Salford, Oct 25 atll 

Lowe, George, Everton, Liverpool, Innkeeper. Pet Oct $. Bellringer, 
Liverpool, Oct 19 at 1 

Milbourne, William, Spennymoor, Durham, Plumber. Pet Sept %, 
Marshall. Durham, Oot 21 at 10.30 

Orpen, Daniel Nice, Acton, Suffolk, Farmer, Pet Oct 2. Baroe. 

Ichester, Oct 21 at 12 
bis y ro Axminster, Devon, Gent. Pet Oct 4, Daw. Exeter, 
ict 19 a 

Virgo, George, Bristol, Baker. Pet Oct 4, Harley. Bristol, Ost 

at 2 


Tuespay, Oct. 10, 1876, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
G ___, Princes st, Cavendish sq. Pet Oct 6, Spring-Biee 


Ide, E 

Oct 20at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Ashworth, Joseph Brown, Congleton, Cheshire, Hat Manufacturer. Pe 
Oct 5. Mair. Macclesfield, Oct 21 at 11 

Childs, Thomas. Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, out of business, Pet O# 
5. Parry. Birmingham, Oct 26 at 3 

Clarke, Bennet Charles Stephenson, Bedhampton, Hants. Pet Oots. 
Howard, Portsmouth, Nov 10 at 12 

Cross, John, South Shields, Confectioner, Pet Oct 6. Mortimer 
Newcastle, Oct 21 at 11 

Devere, — Halifax, Ionkeeper. Pet Oct7. Rankio. Halilss 

at 

Forrest, Samuel, Stantsty, Wrexham, Denbigh, Iron Manufacture, 
Pet Sept 29. Pugh. Wrexham, Oct 27 at 3 

Pennington, John, Manchester, Yarn Agent. Pet Oct 2. Lite 
Manchester, Oct 30 at 10.30 

Solomon, James, Birmingham, out of business. Pet Oct 6, Pat 
Birmingham, Oct 27{at 3 

Taylor, Ambrose, Blackburn, Seed Crusher. Pet Oct 4. Bolte 

lackburn, Oct 24 at 11 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS Of CREDITORS. 
Fuipay, Oct. 6, 1876, 
Abraham, Charles Benjamin, New Kent rd, Manufacturer of Lace Geet 
Oct 19 at 11 at offices of Haigh, jun, King st, Oheapside 
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aij, John Crowson, Leicester, Joiner. Oct 20 at 3 at offices of 

os Belvoir st, Leicester | 

patiorsby, Edward St Clair, Liverpool, Master Maritier. Oct 27 at 2 
at offices of Vine, Dale st, Liverpool. Rumsey, Liverpool 

Bew, Thomas. Gateshead, Durham, Commission Agent. Oct 18 at 12 
at offices of Bush, Wellington st, 

Blackburn, John, Bradford, York, Butcher. Oct 17 at 10 at offices of 
Wilkinson, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Blakey, James, South Shields, Durham, Boot Dealer. Oct 19 at 3 at 
offices of Scott, King st, South Shields 

Boodle, Alfred William, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Solicitor. Oct 16 at 
gat offices of Pruen, Regentst, Cheltenham 

Cade, Henry, Shobrooke, Devon, Farmer. Oct 20 at 3 at offices of 
Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Sparks and Pope, Crediton 

Carter, Rubert Meek, Leeds, Cloth Finisher. t 19 at 11 at offices of 
Malcoim, Park row, 8 

Clements, John Bennett, Poultry, Hairdresser. Oct 18 at 1 at offices o 
Jacobs and Vincent, Budge row 

Cobb, Thomas, Everton, Sancashire, Contractor. Oct 31 at 3 at offices 
of Richardson and Co, Cook st, Liverpool 

Comber, Thomas James, Fleet st, Jeweller. Oct 18 at 12 at offices of 
Presswell, Old Jewry 

Cotterill, George, Eye, Northampton, Farmer. Oct 18 at 3 at the 
Wentworth Hotel, Peterborough. Deacon and Wilkins, Peterborough 

Coupe, William, Bradford, York, Tailor. Oct 16 at 4 at offices of 
Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Davey, George Edwin, Kentish town rd, Tobacconist. Oct 25 at 3 at 

Smith, King st, Cheapside 

Davies, Edward, Roughton, Salop, Farmer. Oct 18 at 12 at the Swan 
Hotel, Wolverhampton. Free, Birmingham 

Dennis, John Mitchell, Penzance, Cornwall, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 
21 at ll atthe Royal Hotel, College green, Bristol. Trythall, Pen- 


gance P 

Dimmack, Matthias, Bilston, Stafford, Horse Dealer. Oct 20 at 3 at 
offces of Bowen, Mount pleasant, Bilston 

Dixon, Day, Sheffield, Hosier. Oct 13 at 12 at offices of Auty and Son, 
Queen st. Sheffield 

Donna, William James, Ludlow, Salop, Innkeeper. Oct 19 at 11 at 2, 
Mill st, Ludlow. Bowles, Ludlow 

Eagleton, Robert, and William Lovelock, Baxendale st, Barnett grove, 
Hackney rd, Boot Manufacturers, Oct 18 at 12 at offices of Vann, 
Worship st, Finsbury 

Edmunds, Job, end Lucy Edmund:, Sunny Bank Farm, Monmouth, 
Farmers. Oct 18 at 2.30 at offices of Pain and Son, Dock st, Newport 

Ellen, William, Devizes, Wilts, Furniture Dealer. Oct 21 at 11 at 
offices of Randell, Exchange place, Devizes. Day and Marshall, 
Devizes 

Elliott, George Augustus, St Paul’s rd, Camden Town, Architect. Oct 
19 at 11 at offices of Haydon and Vivian, Bishopsgate st within. 
Kimber, Queen st 

Ells, George, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Draper. Oct 20 at 2 at offices of 
Barnard and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Brittan and Co, Bristol 

Ferrall, William, Eardley crescent, West Brompton, Auctioneer’ s Clerk. 
Oct 20 at 2 at offices of Copp, Essex st, Strand 

Ferry, George Henry, Eton, Bucks, Hairdresser, Oct 20 at 3 at offices 
of Durant, Guildhall chambers 

Fox, James, Leicester, Printer. Oct 20 at 12 at offices of Haxby, 
Belvoir st, Leicester 

Gair, John Stephenson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tailor. Oct 18 at 12 at 
offices of Hearfield, Bewlalley lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Gibb, John, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Builder. Oct 19 at 3 at offices 
of Dodds and Co, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Gingell, Eli, Trowbridge, Wilts, Cloth Merchant. Oot 23 at 12 at 
offices ot Rodway, Fore st, Trowbridge 

Golby, William, King’s Norton, Worcester, Nurseryman, Oct 13 at 3 
at offices of Quelch, Cannon st, Birmingham 

Gore, Joseph, Trowbridge, Wilts, Woollen Cloth Merchant. Oct 20 
at 12.30 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Linooln’sinn fields. Collins 

Goodfellow, George, Walsall, Stafford, Currier. Oct 20 at 3 at offices 
of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Greaves, James Whitfield, Lancaster, Tailor. Oct 18 at 12 at offices of 
Johnson and Tilly, Sun st, Lan 

Greig, Lawrence Percy, Verulam buildings, Gray’s ino, out of business, 
Oct 19 at 2 at offices of Sydney, Finsbury circus 

Hardy, James, Oldham, Lancashire, Builder. Oct 20 at 3 at offices of 
Ascroft and Sons, Clegg st, Oldham 

Harper, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Hairdresser. Oct 21 at 11 at 
offices of Langman, Church st, Biiston 

Hart, George Charles, Devonport, Devon, Ale Merchant. Oct 19 at 12 
At offices of Sole and Gill, St Aubyn st, Devonport 

Harvell, Ebenezer James, Queen's rd, Dalton, Grocer. Oct 13at 12 
St offices of Bellgrove, Somerford grove, Stoke Newington 

, William, Neath, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 17 at 3 at offices of 
Hayden, Hen * Mesciog, Gine Accountant. Oct 19 at 12 at 
» Henry, Maes mor, ccoun je ¢ at 

Offles of Gibbs, Tredeg Nor 


r lewport 
Hodeson, Jena, Vricmeten Oonheleen Stationer. Oct 20 at 4 at 
offices of McKelvie, Sandhili’s lane, Whitehaven 
loway, James, Lyneham, Wilts, Dealer, Oct 17 at 11 at the 
Angel Inn, Wootton Bassatt 
Honour, F Bournemouth, Hants, Builder. Ont, 18 at the 
nani 


» Frederick, 
London Hotel, Poole, in lieu of the piace originally 


Hermann, Barbican, Bonnet Shape Manufacturer. Oct 25 
st 12 af the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st Frost, Leadenhall st 


Hyde, T 
a fone nt Soot nee Tottenham, Grocer. Oct 18 at 11 
\cxvon, William, Bi » Coach Builder. Oct 17 at ll at offices 
i Ward, Moor st, Birmingham 
Teme aes, Birmingham, \Grocer. Oct 18 at 12 at offices of 
‘awkes ray oe ee at, Birmingham 
i) 
deuce, a ‘offices of Wool, Sane Warwick, Innkeeper. Oct 16 at 


» John Thomas, Ramegate, Kent, Watch Maker. Oct 14 at 8 
of vement 
town, Greengrocer. Oct 





McCarthy, Elizabeth, Compton st, Goswell rd, Bagatelle Table Manu- 
faeturer. Oet 20 at 1 at offices of Swann and Co, C! lane 
Milliagton, Thomas Alexander, Bishopsgate st without, Mer- 
chant. Oct 26 at3 at 111, Cheapside. Maitland 
— John Reynolds, Burslem, Stafford, Ironmonger. Oct 16 at ¢ 
at offices of Turner, Bagnall st, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Neill, James, Linth: York, Commission Merchant. Oct 14 at 11 at 
offices of Addenbrooke, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 
Nurse, William, Willenhall, Stafford, out of business, Oct 23 at 2 at 
offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 
O'Hara, Thomas, Thomas Henry Kenyon Lees, Wilkinson Jackson, and 
Thomas Lees, Halifax, Silk Combers. Oct 20 at ll at the White 
Swan Hotel, Princess st, Halifax. Longbottom, Halifax 
Orcherton, Alexander, and John Orcherton, Kendal, Westmorland, 
- Leather Merchants, Oct 20 at 2 at the Board Room, Market place, 
Kendal. Thomson and Wilsos, Kendal 
Pearson, William Mark, Wigan, Hat Manufacturer. Oct 21 at 11 at 
Offices of Stuart, King st, Wigan 
Perriman, Andrew, Archer st, Vauxhall, Stone Sawyer. O:t 21 at 1 
at offices of Campbell, Cannon st 
Perry, George, Sheffield, Ale Merchant. Oct 16 at 11 at the Cutlers’ 
Hall, Sheffield. Pierson 
Pigram, Edward Stephen, Whisken st, Clerkenweil, Mechanical 
Engineer. Oct 14 at 2 at 9, Lucey rd, Bermondsey. Biiton, Cam- 
berwell New 
Reichfeld, Joseph, Drury lane, Tailer. Oct 25 at 11 at offices of Challis 
and Co, Clement’s lane, Lombard st. Few, Borough High st 
Ricketts, John, Bradford-on-Avon, Wilts, Licensed Victualler. Oct 16 
at 11.30 at offices of Foley and Sons, Manvers st, Trowbridge. Grey, 
Bradford-on-Avon 
Robson, John, East Hartburn, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. Oot 24 at 
12 at offices of Thompson, High st, Stockton-on-Tees. Trotter 
Rotheram, William, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Gent. Oct 18 at 2 at 
the Swan Hotel, Tewkesbury. Taynton and Son, Gloucester 
Sampson, Henry, Bradford, Commission Agent. Oct 14 at 11 at offices 
of Harris and Last, Market st chambers, Market st, Bradford 
Scott, William Jameson, Harrogate, York. Picture Dealer. Oct 19 at 
at 3 at offices of Markland and Davy, Albion st, Leeds 
Smith, Joseph, Bilston, Stafford, out of business. Oct 19 at 2 at offices 
of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Smith, Sydney, Birmingham, Barman. Oct 19 at 3 at offices of Duke, 
Temple row, Birmingham 
Spiers, Edward, Liverpool, Fruiterer. Oct 19 at 12 at offices of Car- 
ruthers, Clayton sq, Liverpool 
Stephens, Daniel, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Colliery Proprietor. Oct 23 
at 11 at offices of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 
Steward, Henry, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Baker. Oct 21 at 3 at offices of 
Richards, High st, Newport. Urry, Ventnor 
Stratton, Robert, Newport, Isle of Wight, Hotel Keeper. Oct 27 at 2 
at Warburton’s Hotel, Quay st, Newport. Hooper 
Taylor, John, Preston, Lath Manufactarer. Oct 18 at 3 at offices of 
‘orshaw, Cannon st, Preston 
Terry, Henry, Kingeton-upon-Hull, Grocsr. Ost 18 at 3 at offices of 
Summers, Manor st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Thomas, Evan, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 20 at 3 at offices 
of Tennant and Jones, Aberavon 
Tolson, Richard, Bradford, Machine Maker. Oct 17 at 11 at offices 
of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Vaughan, Thomas, Middlesborough, Iron Masters. Oct 19 at 4 at offices 
of Fletcher and Co, Lothbury. Doddsand Co, Stockton-on-Tees 
Walters, John, Swansea, Tailor. Oct 19 at 3.30 at offices of Leyson, 
Fisher st, Swansea 
Watkins, William i Southsea, Hants, Wine Merchant. Oct 20 
at 12 at 145, Cheapside. King, Portsea 
Watson, James, Middlesborough, Cabinet Maker. Oct 18 at 10 
at the Wellingten Hotel, Albert rd, Middlesborough. Teale, 
Middlesborough 
West, Thomas George, Silverstone, Northampton, Timber Dealer. Oct 
17 at 2 at offices of Sheppard, Towcester 
Wightman, Powdrill, Rotherham, York, Clothier. Oct 17 at 1 at effices 
Leggoe, George st, Sheffield, Esam, Sheffield 
Williamson, John, Leeds, Tailer. Oct 19 at 3 at offices of Ferns, Bank 
st, Leeds 
Winsor, William Lea, Wellingborough, Northampton, Ironmonger. 
Oct 16 at 12 at offices of Burnham and Henry, High st, Welling- 


borough 

Wisdom, Frederick William, aad William Thomas Gardner, North end, 
Croydon, Wine Merchants. Oct 18 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, 
Gresham st. Winkworth, Oxford st 

Woodroffe, Edgar Harry, Wyndham place, Bryanstone sq. Oct 19 at 
12 at offices of Courtenay and Croome, Gracechurch st 

Wormald, Timothy William, Manchester, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. 
Oct 24 at 3 at offices of Marriott and Woodall, Norfolk st, Man- 


chester 
Wyan, Evan, Manchester, Baker. Oct 18 at 3 at the Post Office Hotel, 
Em st, Holme. Marshall, Manchester 
Tusspay, Oot, 10, 1876. 
Albert, Hilary, Great Russell st, Bedford sq, Passe Partout Manufac- 
turer. Oct 24 at 13 at offices of Smith, Great James st, Bedford 


row 

Alenson, John Henry, Nottingham, Warehouseman, Oct 27 at 3 at 
offices of Lees, jun, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Anderson, J Jarrow, Durham, Painter, Oct 26 at 3 at offices of 
Duncan and Duncan, Market South Shields 

Arthur, Thomas, York, Boo - Oct 31 at 1 at offices of Dent, 
Blake st, York 

Ashenhurst, Alexander Miller, Bradford, Grocer. Oct 23 at 3 at offices 
of. Bradford 


Ren 

Aetna Thocees uasbact, Lasts, Leather Factor. Oct 20 at 3 at 

Beale on Gavete, Ghomegen, @ Oot 21 at 1 at offices of 

am rocer. a ato 

Beckinghem, Albion chambers, Br Broad at, Bristol. Neath 

Beniams, Samuel, and Heary cox, Southwark bridge rd, Anti- 
Corrosive Paint Manufacturers. Oct 19 at 1 at offices of Moore, 

Bowin, Nicholas, Billington, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Oct 94at3 at 

ue of Holland, Northgate, Blackburn a arias dh - 
wker liam, Manchester, agineer, offices 
Horner, Clarence ‘ 
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i, John, Sheffield, Shin Broker, Oct 19 ab 2-at.the Cutlers’.,, |) 

Hall, Church:st, Sheffield. el 

Brando, Richard, Plaistow, Essex, Market Gardenzr, Oct 24 at 3.at 
145, Cheapside. Cattlin, Guildhall yard 

Briggs, Francis, a ag Gardener, Oct 27 at 3 at offices of Lowe, 
Castle st, Liverpoo! £ 

preaent, Francis, Folkestone, Kent, Ohemist. Oct 23 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Brockman and Harrison, Folke- 


stone . 
a Edward, Arnside, Westmorland, Wool Broker. Oct 20 at 11 
at the Board Room, Market place, Kendal. Thomson and Wilson 
dal 
entiation Allen, Biggleswade, Badford, Boot Maker. Oct 25 at 3 
at offices of Conquest and Clare, Biggleswade 
Castle, James, Clapham rd, Window Blind Manufactarer. Oct 25.at 3 
at offices of Holder, King st, Cheapside 
Catt, George Alfred, High st, Wandsworth, Grocer. Oct 20 at 12 at 
offices of Montagu, Backlersbury 
Coe, George Siseland, Gayton, Norfolk, Harness Maker. Oct 23 at 12 
at offices of Freeman, Windsor terrace, King’s Lynn 
Coles, George William, and Joseph William Henry Coles, Westbourne, 
Sussex, Builders. Oct 24 at 3 at offices of Stening, Queen st, Ems- 
worth 
Cook, Thomas, Doncaster, Printer. Oct 20 at 2.30 at the Red Lion 
Hotel, Doncaster. Badger O* 
orbishley, George, Stoke-upon-Trent, Commission Agent. Oct 18 at 
2 at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Crawharst, John, jun, Cambridge terrace, Victoria rd, Peckham 
Builder. Oct 18 at 12 at offices of Lewis, Moorgate st e ’ 
Crawshaw. James Smith, Hebden Bridge, York, Ale Dealer.. Oct 23 at 
11 at offices of Holroyde and Smith, Ward’s end, Halifax 
Croft, Thomas, Liverpool, Tea Merchant. Oct 24 at 2 at offices of 
Browne, Dale st, Liverpool é 
Day, William, Birmingham, out of business, Oct 21 at 3 at offices o 
Ward, Moor st, Birmingham 
Dodds, John, Wombleton, York, Farmer. Oct 24 at 11 at offices of 
Harrison, Kirby Moorside ; 
Downey, John, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. Oct 20 
at 3.at offices of Sewell. Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Drake, James, and Joseph Drake, Castle‘ord, York,Tailors, Oct 24 at 
2 at the Commercial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Phillips 
Dunlop, Jame‘, and John Bell, Liverpool, Engineers. Oct 30 at 2 at 
14, Cook:st, Liverpool. Danson, Liverpool 
Fehrenback, Enge!bert, Ipswich, Watch Maker. Oct 25 at 11 at offices 
of Watts, Butter Market, Ipswich 
Fell, William, Batley, York, Rag Merchant, Oct 24at11 at offices of 
Wooler, Exchange buildings, Batley 
Forbes, Robert, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Grocer. Oct 24 at 11 
at offices of Bird, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tpne 
Garbutt, Thomas, West Hartlepool, Commercial Traveller. Oct 25at1 
at the Raglan Hotel, West Hartlepool 
Gibbs, John, High st, Wandsworth, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 25 at 11 
at offices of Sole and Co, Aldermanbury 
Goddaré, Jane, Sheffield, Grocer. Oct 18 at 2 at offices of Taylor, Nor- 
folk row, Sheffield 
Gommersal!, George, Batley, York, Boot Maker. Oct 20 at 4at the 
Talbot Hotel, Batley. Wooler, Batley 
Goodall, Uriah, Ba'ley, York, Rag Merchant. -Oct 31 at 10.30 at the 
Wilton Arms Inn, Batley. Wooler, Batley 
Graham, Robert, Walsall, Stafford, Draper. Nov 3 at 3 at offices of 
Duke, femple row, Birmingham 
Greenall, Thomas, Manchester, Drysalier. Oct 23 at 3 at offices of 
Walker, St Ann st, Manchester 
Harrison, George, Litchurch, Derby, Builder. Oct 20 at !2 at offices 
of Stafford, Linco!n st, Nottingham 
Harrison, Richard, Bradford, Boot Maker. Oct 24 at 10 at offices of 
Peel and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 
Hardy, George, Durham, Grocer. Oct 20at11 at offices of Chambers, 
Sadler st, Durham 
Higgins, Howard, and John Flavell, Stourbridge, Worcester, Builders. 
=~ Oct 23 at 11 at offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 
Hillier, Josiah Jasper, \irmingham, Printer.. Oct 21 at 12 at offces of 
Dale, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Horsley, John, Manchester, Iron Merchant. Oct 31. at 3 at offices of 
Boote and Edgar, George st, Manchester 
Horton, Samuc!, Widnes, Lancashire, Chemist. Oct 27 at 3 at offices 
of Spencely, Soath Joha st, Liverpool 
Hughes, John Robert, Liverpoo!, Iron Merchant. Oct 27 at 2 at offices 
of Sheen and Broadhurst, North John st, Liverpool. Banks and 
Kendall, Liverpoul 
Hyde, Richard James, Birmingham, Tobacconist. Oct 18 at 10.15 at 
offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Nes, Giles, Dunsbourne Rouse, and Albert Iles, Morwood, Gloucester, 
Farmers. Oct 24 at 1! at the Ram Public Room, Castle st, Ciren- 
cester. Mollings and Co, Cireneester 
Ingham, William, Hook, York, out of busine3s. Oct. 23 at 3 at offices 
of Hind, Goole 
Jenniags, William, Shirley, Hants, Grocer. Oct 23 at 12 at offices of 
Guy, Albion terrace, Southampton 
Johos, Alfred Gwyther, Swansea, Curn Dealer, Oct 27 at 3 at offices of 
Thomas, Rutland st, Swansea 
Jones, Samuel, Blaina. Monmouth,.Grocer, Oct 20 at 12 at offices of 
Lioyd, Bank chambers, Newport 
Kershaw, Robert, Birtle, nr Bury, Lancashire, Bleacher. Oct 20 at 3 
at offices of Andeiton, Garden st, Bury 
Knowles, William, Wigwell Mill, Derby, Builder. Oct 24 at 12 at the 
Hort Arms Hotel, Ambergate. Derby 
Laurance, Henry, Great Coram st, Russeli sq, Opticiam: Oct 25 at 12 
at offices of Bilton, Coleman st 
Levy, Harris, Commercial rd east, Clothier. Oct18 at 3 at offices of 
Barnett, New Broad st 
Lister, EAwin Tom, and Albert William Lake, Nottiogham, Lace Manu- 
facturers. Oct 25 at12 atuffices of Brittle, Sv Peter’s chambers, St 
Peter's gate, Nottingham 
Utedian et Wepiocad! Minty peo pee Chemist,. Oct 2 at 11 
at offices ollingwood st, Newcastle-upon-T'yne 
Lage, William Frederick, Colciester, Wine Merchant, vat U 
the Fleece Hotel, Colchester: White 


Kay, Joseph, South’Shiclds, Boot Maker. Oot 23 at'10 at oftem« 
McKay, r. at 10 at offices op 
Suen, East King st, South Shields ot 
MacKillicav, Donald, Luton, Bedford, Innkeeper, Oct 25 at 1 At offices. 

fh Cordwell and Tasman, Serjeants’ inn, Chancery lane. Scargili, 
0 


McNulty, Michael Joseph, Newcastle-upon- » Oilman. Oct 204 
2 at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, ewcastle-upon-Tyng 
Mantle, Edward, Pentre, Glamorgan, Fruit Dealer. Oct 28 at 3 at 

offices of Thomas, Church st, Pontypridd 

Masters, James Blew, Huntspill, Somerset, Yeoman. Oct 27 at 12 at 

the Railway Hotel, Highbridge. Chapman, Weston-sup:r-Mare 

Mellian, James, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, Draper. Oct 24 at 2 at 

~_ of + ees and Oo, Exchange buildings, Bristol. Brittan ang 
0, Bristo' 


| Middleton, Samuel Haigh, Bradford, York, Grocer, Oct 21 at 10 at 


offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 
Milner, George, borough, York, Bird Dealer. Oct 26 at3 at offices 
of Crowther, Newborough, Scarborough 
Moor, John, Jarrow-upon-Tyne, Durham, Builder. Oct 23 at 12 at 
offices of Bowey, Fawcett st, Sunderland 
Moor, John, Blackhill, Durham, Beer Seiler. Oct 23 at 11 at offices of 
Keenlyside and Forster, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Mowat, John Thurston, Liverpool, Produce Broker. Oct 25 at 3 at 
offices of Harper, Cable st, Liverpool 
Moyle, George Chellew, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 19 at 3 at 
offices of Leverit,, Union st, Swansea, John, Swansea 
Mullings, Albion, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Dealer in China. Oct 23 at 1 
at offices of Linton, Canon st, Aberdara 
Marray, David, Great George st, Westminster, Civil Engineer. Oct 23 
at 2 at the Cannon st Hotel. Woodard, Ingram court, Fenchurch st 
Odetl, James, Coleman st, India Rubber Agent. Oct 23 at2 at offices 
of Hands, Queen Victoria st 
Osmand, Arthur; Birmingham, Grocer. Oct 20 at 3 at offices of Taques, 
Cherry st, Birmingham 
Owen, Charles, Liverpool, Chemist. Oct 25 at 3 at offices of Quinn 
and Sons, Lord st, Liverpool 
Oxspring, Martha, Dudley, Worcester, Beerhouse Manageress, Oct 
23 at 3 at offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 
Palmer, William, Birmingham, Draper. Oct 21 at 11 at offices of 
Assinder, Union st, Birmingham 
Pattit, Richard, Sparkhill, Worcester, Provision Dealer. 
at offices of Quelch, Cannon st, Birmingham 
Pochin, George, Cosby, Leicester, Wheelwright. Oct 23 at 3 at offices 
of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Purvis, Charies, Cwmbran, Mon., Engineer. Oct 27 at 1 at offices of 
Gibbs, Tredegar place, Newport 
Relf, Samuel Burton, Old Jewry chambers, Accountant. Oct 28 at 2at 
Inas of Conrt Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields. Chatterton, Ludgate 
1 
Rock, William, Blakedown, Worcester, Butcher. Oct 21 at’ 10.15 at 
offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Saunders, Richard, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Oct 27 at 10.15 at 
65, George st, Ryde. Joyce, Newport 
Sellick, John, Stoke Canon, Devon, Paper Manufacturer. Oct 20 at It 
at offices of Barnard and Co, Aibion chambers, Smill st, Bristol, 
Fussell and Co, Bristol 
Shilcock, John Arthur, High st, Wandsworth, Hosier. Oct 23 at 3 at 
offices of Lewis, Hatton garden, Holborn 
Smith, Edward, Stockton-on-Tees, Darham, Auctioneer. Oct 20 at3 
at offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Snow, Francis, and Ellis Patrick, Leeds, General Warehouseman. Oct 
23 at 2 at 65, Albion st, Leeds, Simpson and Burrell 
Stokes, George, Caverswall, Stafford, Shopkeeper. Oct 18 at 3 a 
offices of Welch, Caroline st, Loagton 
Swalwell, George, West Hartlepool, Durham, Fraiterer. Oct 24at Sat 
offices of Bell, Church st, West Hartlepool 
Swinney, William, Llaneliy, Carmarthen, Travelling Draper. Oct 9 
at 11 at offices of Rees, Thomas st, Lianelly 
Talbot, William, Leicester, Commerial Traveller. Oct 26 at 3 at offices 
of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Thomas, Henry, Liverpool, Ship Broker. Nov 3 at.3 at offices of Lows, 
Castle et, Liverpool 
Thomas, John, and Robert Evans, Gilvach Goch, Glamorgan, Grocers, 
Ovt 24 at.11 at offices of Jenkins and Co, High st, Cardiff. Jones 
Thompson, Thomas Stephen, Portswood, Hants, Office Clerk. Oct 
20 at 3 at offices of Shutte, Portiand st, Southamptoa 
Titcombe, Frederick, Castleford, Yovk, Hatter. Occ 23 at 3 at offices of 
Wainwright, George st, Wakefield 
Tobin, Edward Josiah, High st, Poplar, Confectioner. Oct 25 at 2 at 
offices of Shearman, Little Tower st 
Tocker, George Lax, Cuelteat Ir ger. Oct 23 at 3 at offices 
of Stroud, Cl Pp e, Cheltenh 
Tarner, Samuel, Six Beils, nr Aberbeeg, Mon., Oollier. Oot 23 at Sat 
the Queen’s Hotel, Newport. Harris, Tredegar 
Unwin, Eugene, Royal parade, Blackheath, Hair Dresser, Oct 19 ab% 
at offices. of Cridge, Bishopsgate st withia 
Ward, William, North Wingéeld, Derby, Colliery Underviewer. Oot 
23. at 3 at offices of Cutts and. Co, Low pavement, Chesterfield 
West, Henry, Tunbridge, Kent, Plumber. Oct 12 at 11 at officss of 
peat and’ Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basiaghall st, Palmer, Tar 
ge 
West, Henry Charles, Deal, Kent, Chemist. Oot 23 at 10 at 9% 
Middie st, Deal. Drew 
Whiteley, John) Wilson, Great College st, Camden town, 
Action Maker. Oct 23 at 3 at offices of Lovett, King William st 


Oct 20 at 3 








‘Oct 25 at 3 at offices of March, Lord st, Roehdale 
Wiliams, Roger, Cefn Coedycymmer, Brecon, Clerk. Oct 19 at fat 
offices of James, High st, Merthyr Pydfil 
Winram, Joseph, Li 
‘Forrest, Fenwick st, Liverpool 
Winsor, Wiliam, Trinisy Grove, Brixton, out of business, Oct 2% 
2 at offices of Arnold, reer pavement : 
Woulen, Rosina, Birnain, 3 
Blewitt, Waterloo st, Birmingham 


offices 





Pianoforte 
Whitworth, Bdmuand Wild, Thornham, Lancasiirs, Fustian Cuttet. © 


1, Shipwright. Oct 23 at 11 at offices of 


4 


atch Maker. Oct 24 at 11 at offices 
Wood, Thomas, Great Malyero, Worcester, Bathuan, Oot 20 abla a 
Sos Of Movodith, Collage st,. Wereoster 





